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"5t provocation on the .pErE

M’N AM AR A SAYS .:he destroyers that induced the
S e North Vietnamese to -attack?
5 And, seconds, did the Adminis-
DESTROYERS ]N 64 ‘tration have sufficient proof of
7 the attack at the time to war-'
rant a decision that was later
WARNED OF ENEMY to be described by the State
' ' , . war against North Vietnam?
Tells Senators That 2 Ships  m the course of the all-day
: ita closed hearing, Mr. McNamara
Remained on Patrol Desmte ’:emphatically denied that there
» et IfFEHidsting tha
il n45 Simn B o incrg e
McNamara testimony eXgerpts™ Continued on Page.
appear on Page 2 N —

Department as “a functional

equivalent” of a declaration of

Threat of HOSt"e ACﬁOﬂ i‘was any element of provoca-
S tion. He was equally emphatic

L zaisl fration had éghclusive-broof of
g¢ ~ 1 the North Vietnamese attack
. I,n\i 1 B . <
:y1:? Th‘;:cyl::? ,;in s before “ordering air’ strikes in
Dec! -] 2 iy N o .

: . Teprisal. . _

WASII{;N%(I;O::. bzi?(?l:e ztiey Butfrom their -questions and
3211;11: under a::ltack in the Guif Statements.it was apparent that
of Tonkin in August, 1964, two ;cérrrfvf:fe‘ﬂfﬁc%%?iﬁlcﬁ?b;niﬁc-
i stroyers warned oL wele ] JeRE oy e
ﬁ‘g}?z;?aﬁomdriatndy that North| McNamara testimony. Senator

J. 'W. Fulbright, Democrat of
Vietnam regarded them as Arkansas, who is ke commit-
enemy craft.

tée ‘chairman, and Senator Al-
Despite the - warning, Con-

bert Gore, Denj%c.rat_ of Ten-
ressional testimony disclosed| nessee, went so far as to sug-
foday, the destroyers were not| lglgfit‘ nﬁgf‘; 7 g‘ghg‘;’{edsgﬂgéztﬁiltho;
instructed to bre.ak off thelr.tails of the in Gident  when :it
intelligence-gathermg. patrol off 'sought_approval of the Tonkin
the: coast of North Vietnam.
About 15 hours later—on the

iresolution in 1964. o

The issue of .provocation re-

i . 64—they be-| valved. around ‘the ~question

Might of A111g ; "192 navaf’ en-| Whether the patrol of the two

jcame vowved in : ' destroyers could have been in
counter with North Vietnamese

patrol boats that was to mark| Nopip Vietnam or by United

a turning point in the American| States "mlilitagyt commanders—-]

i in the Vietnam! to = Soutl ietnamese nava

;I;Xglvement ‘m | operations at the time against

| . T s
i .1 North'  Vietnamese -positions
This new facet of the contro-| along the coast of the Tonkin

‘versial Gulf of Tonkin incident
was disclosed with the release )
of testimony by Secretary of -Two. days before.the Maddox
Defense Robert S. McNamara ¢ first attacked. on Aug. 2,
before the Senate Foréign Re- 'Sauth--‘VigtnarRese patrol bgatttsd,
i i . * as part of an American-assiste
“lathl;:ecomr;mtif taliati opeI:‘ation called “Op 34-Alph_a,”
ason tor Retaliation . pad bombarded two North Viet-
The testimony was given by, namese islands—Honnieu and
Mr. McNamara on :Tuesday -ir Honme.:'On the night of Aug. 3,
defense of the Administration’ the day beforé the second at-

decision to retcaliatg by'orc.ier:i Joy, “the  South Vietnamese
ing the first air strikes agains },4s 1124 attacked other North
North Vietnam and by seekin{ vietnamese positions, including
Congressional approval- of : radar posts. o o

i i ‘ o ’ ted that
resolution endorsing “all neces = "Mr. McNamara insis at
sary measures to' be taken b the two destroyers were

. . R ; - aware ‘of the.details’” of the
|the Administration to p reveg Sauth Vietnamese attacks, were
further aggression” by Nort ot engaged in a diversionary
Vietnam. T

effort-.to ~draw - away - North

Throughout the 110 pages ¢ Vietnamese attention, "and, in
testimonf;,' ran two griicipa fact,*had beerr ordered to keep

. -'f.Attzi.ck'by South

RD

any way related—either by| ¢

testimony he

tack on'the Maddox and Turner|.

‘the décision maldpy”

away from the area of ‘the

g Approved For RéIEa$8 50007136 ClA-

F;?rr?e?acergic queos foning, Sen-
ator- Fulbright produced a mes-
sdge sent by Capt. John J. Her-
rick, ‘commander of:.the des-
troyer task group, to th§ com-
mander ‘of the  Seventh Fleet
on:Aug. 3, seme 15 hours be-
fore the attack: -
. The mesage said: - :

“Evaluation.of info from vari-
ous sources idicates that. the
.DRV: [Democratic Republic of
Viétniam] considers: ‘patfol”: di-
rettly ittvolved with 34A oper-
ations: DRV considers " U.S.

9

7_§:e administration throughout|
& aftérnioon of Aug. 4 sought
to decide whether to launch a
retaliatory air strike. :

-The three-hour engagement
ended” at 1:30 "PM. E.D.T;
Washington time. At just about
the same- time,. the testimony
disclosed, the Pentagon received
a message from Captain Her-
rick.reading: . -

“Review of action makes
many recorded contacts and
torpedoes fired appear doubt-
ful. Freak weather effects and
over-eager sonarman may have

it ntas enemige e ¢ Accounted for many reports, N
sHips ‘presént’"as enemigg¢ be- ¢ e 7 eports, No
caiise ‘Of these operati 5 er‘t(ctua*\ . Visual ;ﬁris;ghtxngs by

hgve “dlready indicated:raadi-
ness *to - treat us in tha} cate-
gory™ o A
-7, ,-On High Seas Y
“Why. did his superiors not
order -him: to break:it {the: pa-

trol] off in view of that:cable

it they-did not wish to provoke
an‘incident?" Senator Fulbright
asked. - - i

“Because,” Mr. McNamara '

replied, “‘we’ were on the high
seas and operating legally: and
entirely within our rights; The
President stated publicly that
we could continue to-carry: out
the ‘pattol in" international wa-
ters in a-legal fashion.” - -
“The :Defense Secretary” went
on'to" say that Captain Herrick

- “now states that he ‘can:recall

no hasis” for coming ‘to -the
aanclusion that North® Vietnam
was relating' the 34A operation
and the destroyer patrol and
was contemplating. hostile ac-
tion against the destroyers.

“1In a telephone interview :to-|

day,” Captain- Herbick said his
message was based “mostly on
conjecture on my part,” arising
rom thé fact that North Viet-
nam "“had turhed hostile” on
Aug.’ 2. o

In ‘the course of his testi-
mony, Mr, McNarmara presented
seemifigly’ * conflicting state-
ments about héw ‘deeply in-
volved -the: United -States was
in the Op-34A operation of
South Vietnam. FEarly in his
acknowledged
that the United States had sup-

Maddox. Syggest complete'eval-
dation  before “any  further
wttion.” . o
Considered Retaliation. -
_Even before the attack ‘was
coficluded, the McNamara festi-
mony  disclosed, ‘the military
was -considering varicus plans
for a retaliatory air strike.: But
on the basis of the. Herrick
message, Mr. McNantara: said he
called -Adm. U.S; Grant. Sharp,
commander-inichief, Pacific, to
Sy i o T
“We obviously don’t want- to
carty-out the -retaliatory: strike
unless : we dre. damned: sure

{what happeried;”

*MrMcNamara recounted:how
for the next five hours, in con-
ferences in the Pentagoni ~and
it “calls to the ‘Whita “House,
the Pentagon sought toevaluate
the atimittedly “ambiguous”.and
“conflicting” reports -coming in

{from the - destroyers about- the

éngagement.: Finally at. 6:07
PM., after ‘reviewing all.-the
information, ' Mr; McNamara
said he “released the -execute
order’:for the strike.. - -

Mr. McNamara said he would
have reached the conclusion
that Theac was an attack just
on ' the “basis of - the : reports
from ‘the’ destroyérs. But- the.

ithat “justified” that conclusion,
‘he said,. were - the intercepted

patrol boats. - -
plied the boats and training butli -~

“incontroversible® . - evidence

radio messages between North
Vietriamese' commands and the f

_Messages Deletéd - -

said-- the--operations: were .“un-|;

der the command of the Soum;‘fmade by the Pentagoh.. the in.

Vittnamese.” - _ o
. Recommending Targets

ithe United  States Military As-
sistancé Command in Vietnam
was recommending the targets
for the operation, and still later
he said he thought a MAC/V
liaison officer” was “in tharge”
of the operation. -
On “the- crucial question "of

the evidence available tg - thelp ) ) Sw
boats that do not carry - tor-
;gedqes and one PT boat — had
§

-Administration, . Mr.. McNamara
described in consig

: ("emoved. from .the testimony,
‘But later he suggested that;

was .apparent that the Penta-
gon, at the time of. its deci-
sion, had. four intercepted radio

messages available. As de-
iscribed by ‘the Secretary, The
messages showed that  the

that went -on" withif:{je

-In-one of ‘the few. deletions
tercepted radio messages were

Mr. McNamara. explained, to
collecting systems. ,
.But from. the questioning , it

een ordered to attack ‘the:de-
and shot down Amer-
pgnes, and finally that
were breaking off the en-
ent. with the loss of two




